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Outline Of Reference Paper On: 


THE RUSSIAN ORTHODOX CHURCH 
AND SOVIET FOREIGN 


The recent trip of Patriarch Aleksei through countries of the East has 
underscored the intention of the Soviet authorities to use the Russian Orthodox 
Church for the promotion of the Soviet foreign policy. 


The trip can be divided into two stages, the purpose of the first stage 
being the propagandization of the alleged freedom of religion in the USSR, the 
proclamation of the main theses of Soviet foreign policy and the enlistment of 
support for Moscow's claim of leadership in the Orthodox movement. An evalua- 
tion of the Patriarch's trip shows that he achieved some success in Egypt, Syria, 
Jordan and Lebanon. 


The second stage of the trip, which consisted of visits to Turkey and 
Greece, was only partially successful. Patriarch Aleksei met with a setback 
on his visit to the Patriarch of Constantinople, Athenagoras. In Greece, how- 
ever, the delegation from Moscow met with considerable success, the com- 
munique of the visit stressing complete agreement and unity of the Greek and 
Russfian Orthodox Churches. 


An increase in the promulgation of the Soviet foreign policy line by the 
Moscow Patriarchate took place after the changes in its leadership last summer, 
which saw the emergence of Bishop Nikodim in a leading role. 


The present endeavors of the Moscow Orthodox Church to carry out 
Soviet foreign policy tasks go hand in hand with its own policy of striving for 
the leading position in the Orthodox world and with its struggle with the 
, Vatican. 
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No. 19, 1960/61 


THE RUSSIAN ORTHODOX CHURCH 
AND SOVIET FOREIGN POLICY 


The much-publicized visit of Patriarch Aleksei of Moscow and All 
Russia to several countries of the Near and Middle East at the end of 1960 
was another indication of a renewed drive by the Soviet authorities to make 
use of the Russian Orthodox Church for promotion of Soviet foreign policy. 


The trip of the Moscow Patriarch can be divided into two stages. The 
first comprised a visit with the Patriarch of Alexandria and Africa, Christo- 
foros II, and a call on the Patriarch of the Coptic Church, Kirill IV; a 
visit with the Orthodox Patriarch of Jerusalem, Benedikt; and a stay of two 
weeks as the guest of the Patriarch of Antioch and the East, Fedosius VI. 
During this stage of his trip, Aleksei was received with much ceremony 
by government circles of the United Arab Republic. The Patriarch visited 
also Lebanon and met Premier Saeb Salaam and other members of the 
government in Beirut. A reception held in honor of the Patriarch was at- 
tended by Lebanese government and public figures and by representatives 
of the Moslem and Christian churches (Izvestia, December 16, 1960). 


Patriarch Aleksei enjcyed his greatest success in Damascus in his 
role as the bearer of the foreign policy program of the Kremlin. He and 
Fedosius VI published an official communique, which was purely political 
in tone and constituted an affirmation of the main theses of Soviet foreign 
policy. It noted that 


Our standpvint of Christian love compels us to 
condemn everything which incites hatred among peoples 
and pushes mankind toward a new world war and, on 
the other hand, to biess any attempts aimed at peace 
between peoples and nations....We decisively con- 
demn any manifestations of colonialism as foreign to 
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the spirit and letter of the law of God (Izvestia, De- 
cember 16, 1560), 


Both Patriarchs stressed tuat they ''share the idea of prohibiting the use of 
nuclear weapons’ (Ibid. ). 


The aim of the first stage of the trip was to portray the important role 
and complete freedom cf the Church in the Soviet Union, to proclaim the 
main theses of Soviet foreign policy, to obtain the support of the various 
churches for Moscow's clsim cr icadership in the Orthodox movement and 
for its plans to unite the churches against the Catholic Church. 


In its Kremlin - dictsted campzign against the Vatican, the Russian 
Orthodox Church often undertekes unprincipledmeasures. A recent issue of 
the official organ of the Patriarchate, Zhurnal Moskovskoi Patriarkhii 
(Journal of the Moscow Patriarchy, No. 12 1960), contained an article by 
A. Shishkin, member of the teaching staff of the Leningrad Theological 
Academy and the journel's editor, which accused the Vatican of close co- 
operation with Fascism during World War II and pictured it as one of the 
main culprits responsible for international tension. Cardinal Spellman of 
the United States was a:cused of keeping "close ties with the gold vaults of 
Wall Street" and of having given his blessing to the flight of the pilot Francis 
G. Powers. The article argued thet "the laws and the propaganda of Vatican 
continue to remain hostile to the struggie of mankind for a firm peace on 
earth and for mutual friendship between peoples. " 


In the summer of 1260 there were important changes in the Moscow 
Patriarchate. Metropolitan Nikviai, who for 17 years carried out foreign 
policy tasks for the Kremiin, retired from church activities. His place as 
chairman of the department for relations with foreign churches was filled 
in June 1960 by the 31-year-old Archimandrite Nikodim, who became at the 
same time Bishop of Podoisk. In September, Nikodim was also made re- 
sponsible for the pyblishing department: he became chairman of the edito- 
rial board of the magazine Zhurnai Moskovskoi Patriarchii and of the year- 
book Bogoslovskie Trudy (Theological Works). The fact that the two most 
important sectors of church activity--foreign affairs and publishing--are 
now controlled by a young bishop implies that he is considered by the 
Kremlin to be thoroughly relieble. 


Bishop Nikodim (Boris Rotov) has hada brilliant career. He became 
a monk while a 17-year-old student at the Ryazan Pedagogical Institute. In 
1955, he was graduated from a correspondence course at the Leningrad 
Theological Academy witli the degree of candidate of theology. In 1957 - 59, 
he was first a member and later head of the religious mission of the Rus- 
sian Orthodox Church in Jerusalem. In the spring of 1959, he returned to 
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Moscow and for more than 2 vesr wes head of the secretariat of the Mos- 
cow Patriarchate and deputy head of the department for relations with 
foreign churches. He will presumably control the anti-Catholic move- 
ment directed from Mcscow. 


As to the result of the first stsge of the trip of Patriarch Aleksei 
to the Near and Middle Eest, we can conclude that he achieved some suc- 
cess in Egypt, Syria, Jordan and Lebanon. The second stage.consisting 
of visits to Turkey and Greece, was slightly different in character. In 
Istanbul, Aleksei paid a cail on the Patriarch of Constantinople, Athenagoras, 
with various purposes in view. One was to take the initiative in the 
convocation of the forthcoming conference of Orthodox Churches on the 
island of Rhodes in the hope cf securing recognition of the leading role of 
the Moscow Patriarchate as the numerically largest body. '' Suspecting the 
Patriarch of Constantinople of favoring a policy of rapprochement with the 
Vatican, he also sought to promote a united Orthodox front against the Cath- 
olic Church. The visit to Istanbul was not successful, the only agreement 
obtained being that to hold the Rhodes conference in the summer of 1961. 
The failure of the visit was clear from the reports in the Soviet press, in 
which the various other patriarchs to whom visits had been made were 
given their full titles while Athenagoras was only referred to as the 
Patriarch of Constantinople. There was no mention of his main title of 
Ecumenical Patriarch. 


In Greece the delegation had considerable success. A visit was made 
to the head of the Greek Church, the Archbishop of Athens and all Greece, 
Theoclitus. The delegation w2s welcomed at the airport by Theoclitus and 
members of the Synod of the Greek Orthodox Church. Official Soviet inter - 
est was shown by the extraordinary fact that he was also met by the Soviet 
Ambassador to Greece, Sergeyev, and representatives from the Communist- 
bloc countries. The communique on the visit stressed that the churches 
would continue to consolidate the unity of the Greek and Russian Orthodox 
and regard such unity as ‘a guarantee of the success of their mutual efforts 
aimed at preserving pesce throughout the world.'' The communique also 
proclaimed that compicte agreement was reached between the two churches 
on adherence to the principles of orthodoxy and on the inviolability of its 
instructions and reported that there would be an exchange of clergy between 
the two churches. Archbishop Theoclitus and many other heads of the 
Eastern Orthodox Churches received the highest order of the Russian 
Orthodox Church from Patriarch Aleksei. The Archbishop was invited 
to visit Moscow. 


The changes at the top in the Moscow Patriarchate have been followed 
by an intensification of its foreign policy. Reference should be made here 
to its policy toward the ecumenical movement and the World Council of 
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churches. In 1948, at a congress in Amsterdam, the Moscow Orthodox 
Church refused to participate in the ecumenical movement, motivating 

its decision by ''the fact that this movement is pursuing anti-democratic, 
non-church aims" (Big Soviet Encyclopedia, Vol. 48, 1957). However, 

as part of its policy of concluding alliances against the Vatican, the 
Moscow Patriarchate is now strengthening mutual relations with the 
evangelical churches. By its participation in the WorldCouncil of Churches, 
the Moscow Patriarchate is prebably seeking to guide the ecumenical move- 
ment in the direction of forming an anti-Catholic front and to embody in the 
decisions of sessions of the Worid Council the main principles of Soviet 
foreign policy, 


The Moscow Patriarchate is carrying on ceaseless activities in its 
efforts to increase its own authority throughout the world as part of a 
program to spread the Kremlin's foreign policy line. An important role in 
the policy of the Moscow Patriarchate is played by visits of foreign delega- 
tions. ''In the last ten years more than forty delegations from other Orthodox 
churches and more than thirty delegations from other churches were the 
welcome guests of the Most Holy Patriarch Aleksei." In the same period 


more than twenty delegations from the Moscow Patriarchate have been sent 
abroad tovisit the various non-orthodox churches. Particularly close rela- 
tions are maintained with the Anglican Church and with the evangelical 
churches of Germany and Denmark (Zhurnal Moskovskoi Patriarkhii, No. 11, 
1960). 


The Moscow Orthodox Church, it appears, is willing to carry out 
foreign policy tasks for the Kremlin, since such activity goes hand in hand 
with its own policy of striving for the leading position in the orthodox 
world, with its attempts to consolidate contacts with the evangelical 
churches, and with the traditional struggle against the Vatican. The 
Kremlin, for its part, evidently believes that an increase in the interna- 
tional importance of the Moscow Orthodox Church can be exploited to sup- 
port its own foreign policy. 


